
T rwrT-F.n States Patent and Trademark Office 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



09/995,655 



1 1/29/2001 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



Robert J. Meyer 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United S In lea fment mad Tcttdenutrk Oftif" 
AJdr....: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
Washington, D.C. 20'M31 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



D/A0735Q 



CONFIRMATION NO. 



2626 



7590 03/05/2003 

Patent Documentation Center 
Xerox Corporation 
100 Clinton Ave. S. 
Xerox Square 20th Floor 
Rochester, NY 14644 



EXAMINER 



BRASE, SANDRA L 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2852 

DATE MAILED: 03/05/2003 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 07-01) 





Application No. 



Applicant(s) 
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09/995,655 
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Examiner 



Art Unit 



Sandra L. Brase 



2852 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Sandra L. Brase . 



(3). 



(2) Lloyd F. Bean II . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 04 March 2003 . 

Type: a)ISl Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)Q Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)Q No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1_ . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Ojima et al. (US 5.519.472) and Yamashita (US 4.597.661) . 
Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)S was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 



PTO-413(Rev. 11-02) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 4. 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04. Substance of interview Must be Made of p„™h 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 



any a.leged orai promise, stipuiation, or understanding ,n reia^on t fw ™h^?s dC^TS* °" ^ ^ "~ ^ N ° atten,i ° n Wi " be Paid t0 

incompie J^g'^^SS^ « °" «* """" h «* ° ffiCe if tha < — d * »-« 

which bear directly on the question of patentability ers res P° nsiblllt y to «hat such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

interview 

requirements for which interrelation tsotS solely to restriction 

out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like are > exdud^ tlZL ^ 3 ^' f* ammm V Procedure, or pointing 

substan^fanin^ 

"Con.ents 7 ^^^^ " the ft hand ( P° rti - ° f the ^ ™« on the 

conclusion of the interview In the case o 'a Kr^^^ ^ * If 9 ' Ven ,0 ,he applicant < or attorne y or "S**) at the 

either with or prior to the fnext o^t^^w^^^^^ 0 ^ b . mail . Bd t0 the a PP |icant ' s correspondence address 
circumstances dictate, the Perm should be rnaS^S^ or if other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Na me of exa miner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

unless boil !iK!a^^ h ^°" <° -cord the substance of the interview of each case 

or when it is adequately recorded on ^F^Tu^^JX^L T TT a9reeS '° re °° rd ,he subst ance of the interview, 

interview unfe^^^ «™ f » ^ -sidered a compete and proper recordation of the 

substance of the interview. ' u « «« rammer to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 

i) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4> ESrSuX^ ° f 3 na,Ure di — d ' ^ « ^eady described on the 

5) a bnef identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

... SSpsSSSrS—S" 

6 a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and examiner.) 

} 9enera ' reSU,tS W ° U,COme ° f **" in,erVi6W Unl6SS a,read y described in * e Summary Form comp.eted by 

accurate, S^J^^^ " - — * « and . 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

-«^bK2^^^ ^ — " Sh0U,d ^ 3 1 6 "" f0rth •»» M ^ -rsion of me 

paper recording the substance of the Xterv^^^ ^ indiCati ° n ' ReCord 0K " on th. 



Continuation Sheet (PTO-413) A ,. t . „, „ 

* ,V " ,J ' Application No. 09/995,655 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached or any other comments: Applicant proposed amending claim 1 to include a plurality of trim 

Furfhpfmn f n ar9U T , h 3 ?' ma 6t aL ( - 472) d ° n0t disdose a pluralitv of trim bars includin 9 a vi brating member. 
^nnH nTi r 3 k " °1 6 3 ° ne com P° nent developer and not a two component developer, thus this system 
Z! n«? hh t L Pr ° b,em ?? a ' n 9r0Wth - M ° re0ver> Yamashita (-661) disclose a two component developer but 
does not address the issue of chain growth, and the use of such a two component developer in the system of Oiima et 
al. (. 472 would cause chain growth problems. The proposed amendment and the arguments require further 
consideration and/or search. 
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